is considerable discussion of the degree to which Grounded Theory approaches to theory discovery should be represented by the original, tabula rasa view, versus a later perspective that relies more on investigator contribution to the initial level of theorizing. Such debates are of course germane to sample selection, but address a much broader world, and would likely be most accessible to that subculture of theorists already engaged in these debates.
Still, there is considerable value for those who make use of qualitative methods in the survey field. Most significantly, Emmel's discussion makes clear that extensive debate exists within the qualitative research field concerning key approaches to the analysis of qualitative data. This insight serves us well as a protective barrier to the erroneous notion that there are ready answers to the challenges we face, if only we lose our disciplinary blinders and accept the truths embedded within a related, mature field. In fact, questions that bedevil cognitive interviewers regarding case selection -how many interviews to conduct, how to choose who to interview, and how to use results to in turn select more cases -are certainly not settled science within the more general qualitative literature. At the least, it is reassuring to discover that there is no convenient solution that we have been ignoring all along.
Although Emmel's approach is highly theoretical rather than practical, and in no sense provides a recipe book for the selection of cases in qualitative research, he does emphasize what he labels the "Realist approach" which takes into account resource constraints and the need to conduct work that is convincing as well as theoretically supported. To this end, he presents ideas that are useful to survey researchers, the most intriguing of which may be his analysis of saturation as a means for establishing overall study sample size. Although it is sometimes suggested that an obvious practice is to determine sample size by stopping when we have achieved saturation, he makes a good case that this is a somewhat nebulous objective. Although the criterion of 'testing until no new categories or findings are discovered' sounds clear enough, in practice the determination of exactly when and how such a state is achieved may vary widely, and is dependent on factors such as the level of effort put into maximizing variation in the sample and the extensiveness of coding or preliminary analysis. In application to the conduct of cognitive and other survey pretesting, an implication of Emmel's message appears to be that statements such as 'testing was done until saturation was achieved' are difficult to evaluate, and might even reflect an element of gaming the system (akin to questionable practices well known to survey researchers, such as presenting a Response Rate that is more accurately described as a Cooperation Rate).
Apart from its direct relevance to survey research, the book does provide some very interesting, informative, and thought-provoking examples and illustrations, invoking themes that include Guy Fawkes, Russian matryoshka dolls, and John Snow's investigation of cholera in Soho, London. The Snow example is particularly salient, as Emmel identifies the usual view of this, as an application of geographical mapping of cases that ultimately led to the identification of the Broad Street pump as the disease source, to be something of a scientific urban legend. The ultimate lesson that Emmel conveys is that explanations stemming from qualitative research are complex, and that we need to be very careful in deciding who, and what, we make use of, along the winding road traveled by qualitative researchers.
